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A public hearing of the Jefferson Proving G ound
Restoration Advisory Board neeting was held at the Mdi son
Jefferson County Public Library, 420 West Main Street,

Madi son, IN at 7:00 P.M on August 14, 2002.

OPENI NG STATEMENTS BY MR PAUL CLOUD
kay. Good evening. | would like to get
started and would li ke to wel cone everyone to the JPG

Restorati on Advisory Board neeting. There are a nunber of

handouts in the back, also an attendance sheet. | strongly
encourage you to signin. |If you' re not on our mailing |ist
we wll insure that you get additional notifications as |ong

as you are signed in and keep you informed of events at the
Provi ng Ground and when future neetings will be. So please
do signin. M name is Paul Coud and | work for the Arny.

| cover the environnental and restoration of the Proving

Ground and reuse of the facility. | amthe Arnmy’s co-chair
for the facility. | welcone everyone here tonight. That's
all the introductory remarks | have. Richard Hll is the

community co-chair. Richard do you have any introductory

remar ks?
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MR RI CHARD HI LL:
I"'msorry I wasn't listening. Good evening.

That' s enough.

MR, PAUL CLOUD:

kay. 1'd like to get started. W have a
pretty full plate. Here's our agenda (showing). There's a
copy of that back on the back table. Ah a nunber of things
we'll talk about. The first one (1) is the UXO C earance on
the Western Parcel in the Cantonnent area. This is the [ast
area in the cantonnment parcel for UXO C earance.
(I'ndicating) You can see it annotated there as the Western
Parcel. The actual field work on that effort has been
conpleted. The draft of the Cl earance Report is currently
being witten and I think it has actually been delivered to
the Huntsville Corps of Engineers for Prelimnary Review.
So we'll be expecting to see that later on. The next slide
shows you the schedule. As far as | know we are
essentially on schedule right now W don't expect the
conpl eted Cl earance Report or the Statenent of C earance
until basically the end of the year. Once the report has

been revi ewed and any comments that Huntsville have been
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addressed we will nmake the report available to the community
so they can see it before it goes final. Wuldn't expect
that to happen until probably sonetinme | ate Septenber or

early Cctober. But we will coordinate that and then once |

get copies of it I will rmake sure that Richard is provided
copies and we will have copies out at the Proving Gound if
soneone will - is interested. It's a fairly thick, about

three (3) or four (4) inches thick. So it's not sonething
that's easily duplicatable. Now what we have is a gentl eman
from Aneri can Technol ogies, Inc. or ATlI. You may renenber
himfroma RAB neeting earlier this year, he cane in, M.
JimDaffron. He tal ked about the UXO C earance on the three
hundred (300) acre parcel. He's here again tonight to
basically review that process and basically the conpletion
of the field work which we intended ah to do once all the
field work was done. So at this tine | would like to

introduce M. Daffron and | will turn over the mc to him

MR JI M DAFFRON
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Good evening. JimDaffron. I'mwth
Ameri can Technologies and I'lIl be ah talking to you about
our involvenent in the renoval action on this Wstern Parce
at Jefferson Proving Gound. This is a project
organi zation. | was the ATl project manager and we
basically had the work divided into two (2) nmain areas. One
(1) was kind of headed up by our geophysicist and it
i ncluded activities |ike surveying, this |and surveying,
geophysi cal investigations and managing the G S systemw th
our Ceographical Information System for data nanagenent.
And then we had our UXO technicians. Al the field work
i nvol ves UXO work. It's supervised ultimately by the senior
UXO supervisor, the SUXO. And he was also primarily
responsi bl e for maki ng ah sure these activities were done,
the Surface Cl earance, also the brush clearing that was
necessary for doing a geophysical survey and then the sub-
surface cl earance of ah potentially - potential unexpl oded
ordnance. So this evening I'mgoing to go over, this is a
kind of outline of the information |I'm going to be
describing which is basically the process that we went
through in performng this work. 1'Il talk real briefly

about nobilization activities and then the de-nobilization
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and - and post-nobilization activities. The majority of ny
time 1'll spend ah tal king about the actual field work that
we did and the results of that field work. Okay. But prior
- prior to nobilizing anyone to the site we had to get
approval through Huntsville for our UXO technicians. Ah
they reviewed the people that we proposed in the various
positions to make sure that they were qualified to hold

t hose positions and form- performthose functions. Once we
got authorization fromHuntsville then we went ahead and
nmobi |'i zed, noved our equi pnment on site, ah established sub-
contracts and vendors in the area and established a office,
a field office there on Jefferson Proving G ound. Then we
nmobi l'i zed our full crew. Qur crew ranged ah in size
dependi ng on what activities were going on, probably an
average of about fourteen (14) people at one (1) tinme were
on site. I'mgoing to describe the ah - the field work and
the activities that took place. Some of these took place
concurrently but ah they generally followed this - this
sequence. One (1) of the first things that we did was the
Geophysi cal Prove-out. I n the CGeophysical Prove-out what
we did is went to an area that was near the renpval site

that was simlar ah in - the geology and all was simlar.
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And we - we knew the area was clean, didn't have netal so we
were able to seed itenms in that area, itens that we would
expect to find. Things like sixty (60) mllinmeter nortars
and the four and a half (4 Y3 inch rockets that we suspected
we mght find on the site. And then we ran various
geophsyi cal instrunments over the area using different

techni ques and - and determ ned what was the best nethod of
col l ecti ng geophysical data, which one (1) would find the
itens at the depths that we expected to see them And then

we used that nethod and that techni que and those techniques

and perforned the field work. | mght cut off part of the
slides but this is - I flip through ny pictures too quick if
| don't put themin slide presentation node. W'II|l try that

again. (Showing) Okay. This is ah one (1) of the
instrunents that we took out of the test plot, a
magnetoneter. There was another picture | intended to show
that was using the Msixty-one (61), the other instrunent,

t he geophysical instrunment that we ah tested ah but we ended
up using the magnetoneter in the gradi oneter node and
there'll be another picture of that in here as well. That
turned out to be the best instrunent to use for collecting

geophysi cal data. And then the next step we - we did a
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Surface Clearance. That was to renove any metal objects and
any potentially hazardous objects whether it be unexpl oded
ordnance or other hazardous objects before we did the brush
clearing and then noved into the geophysical survey work.

W have to renove the nmetal obviously because that woul d
interfere with the geophysical instrunments |ooking bel ow the
surface. These are - this is the result of that Surface

Cl earance that we perfornmed. The ah - the map shows the
outline of the area that was included in our scope of work
and we put synbols up there representing where various CE
related itens were found during the Surface C earance.

You'll see several of themwere up at that Northeast Corner
at the intersection of two (2) roads. There was a | ot of
stuff on the surface right up in that area, a total of
twenty-four (24) OE related itens found, no unexpl oded

ordnance found on the surface.

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL:
Coul d you clarify what's in the spot down
there (indicating) and what's in the two (2) in the center
versus the others? Wre there one (1) type versus anot her

i n anot her area?
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MR JI M DAFFRON

W - we laid it out - the site out in grids.

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL:
Yeah.

MR JI M DAFFRON.
And our scope work included initially a
small - a strip of - an area along the roads basically and

then sone interior grids.

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL:
No, no. [|'"mnot asking you that. [|I'm

asking - you've got a list here.

MR JI M DAFFRON

Yes.

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL

O a nunber of different things that were
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f ound.

MR. JI M DAFFRON
Ri ght .

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL:

And there's essentially three (3) areas the
way | see it, maybe four (4) if you want to break out that
one (1) by itself, where things are found in.
difference in ternms of what was found in each of those three
(3) areas? Can you characterize what was found in each of

those three (3) areas as being different,

were t hey?

MR JI M DAFFRON
Ckay.

don't - | would have to | ook carefully,

VWll | - | think nost of them and |

Is there a

t he sane, what

nore carefully to

give you a real definitive answer. But | think that

Nort heast Corner, that's where nost of the four and a half

(4 3 inch rocket conponents were found,

and things like that.

flares found interior

the rocket notors

Ah | think there were a coupl e of

in the interior of the -

10

one (1)
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four and a half (4 Y3 inch rocket was found in the interior

grid.

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL.:
So you say the flares, one (1) was found in

the interior grid and one (1) was found where?

VMR JI M DAFFRON:
What's that?

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL.:
On the two (2) flares, one (1) was found in

the interior and one (1) was found where?

MR. JI M DAFFRON:
| don't renmenber specifically which one (1)
of those was the flare. W do have a Wb site that has al
of this data tied to it and you can click on anyone of those
synbol s and get a description of what's in there. | don't -
there was so nmuch data collected and you'll see when we get
into the sub-surface there were a lot of OE itens found and

| don't - | don't know where, which one (1) was found in

11
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whi ch specific |ocation.

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL.:
kay. Thank you. Thanks.

MR JI M DAFFRON
Ckay.

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL

Can | ask one (1) nore question?

MR JI M DAFFRON

Yes.

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL:
What was the depth to which everything was

f ound?

MR JI M DAFFRON
Well these were all found on the surface.
So far we've just tal ked about the Surface O earance. The

sub-surface clearance we'll get into a little bit. Mst of

12
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those things were found fairly shallow. W were | ooking
down to the maxi num penetration depth for the sixty (60)

mllimeter nortars and things we expected to find.

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL:
Ckay.

MR. JI M DAFFRON:
But nost of what we found ah was fairly
shallow. Again all that data is tied into our G S system
and you can get the depths of any - any particular itemthat

you're interested in.

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL:
Ckay.

MR, GLENN EARHART:
JimIl think nost everything was

predom nantly in the top six (6) inches.

MR JI M DAFFRON
That's - that's probably --

13
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MR, GLENN EARHART
Most of the stuff was found in the top six

(6) inches.

MR JI M DAFFRON

(Showing) This is one (1) itemthat we
found. This is an inert four and a half (4 3 inch rocket
that was found on the surface. And then these were sone
signal flares that were found still in their original
packi ng. Those were not very old. Probably were used
towards the end of the tinme that the facility was used and
just left there on the surface. Probably not very old. The
- along with doing the Surface C earance kind of at the sane
tinme we were laying out grids you can just - norma
surveyi ng techniques and instrunments, |and surveying, we
laid out grids to help identify where we were and where we
were finding things and track the results. Pretty straight
forward. We hired soneone to cone in and do the surveying
for us. After ah the Surface C earance was done and we knew

there weren't any hazards on the surface then we started

14
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clearing the brush that was necessary to get out of the way
before we started geophysical survey. It was pretty nuch
under brush. W didn't cut things over about three (3)
inches in dianeter. W used a couple of nethods where we
had a | arge piece of equipnment with an armthat we could
reach in around that proved to not be very effective. It
was pretty wet out there so we tried sone other techniques,
smal ler, lighter weight mechanical brush cutting nethods.
And then in certain areas we used weed eaters and chain saws
and things like that where it was just too wet for equi pnent
and all. After clearing the brush then we were able to cone
in and do the geophysical survey and that's where we're

| ooki ng bel ow the surface for nmetal and we use that - we
used the gradionmeter. As | said before that proved to be

t he best geophysical instrunent in the test plot so we used
that for the investigation. (lIndicating) This is a picture
of one (1) of our data collectors out on one (1) of the
grids collecting data. And all the data is downl oaded to a
conputer so that the geophysicists can then take and pl ot on
the map. (Indicating) This is an imge of one (1) of the
grids with the anonalies, the geophysical anonalies,

basically the things that created a magnetic field under the

15
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ground. It's alittle bit hard to see on the slide but on
that map there are little plus signs with nunbers on them
Those are anomalies that were identified and investigated.
You can see this - this particular grid had quite a few
anonal i es we dug up and quite a few pieces of scrap netal
off of this grid. And then finally after the map was
generated and the anomalies were selected then we had to go
back out and re-acquire those anomalies, find themin the
field and neasure back into where we had | ocated them and
then dig themup and determ ne what was causing the
anomalies. In nost cases it was - had nothing to do with ah
ordnance but we - we re-acquired themusing just that hand

hel d magnetoneter. Yes?

MR. GLENN EARHART:
Could I make one (1) point? After we ah -
after ATl reviewed all the geophysical data it was then
gqual ity assured by the Huntsville geophysicist. So once ATI
made their selection of itens that they thought |ooked |ike
---- then it canme down to Huntsville and our geophysicists
| ooked at the sane itens. And so once ATl nmade a sel ection

we sel ected additional anonalies above and beyond what they

16
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selected as a quality assurance procedure. But | wanted to
make - nake it clear that this - this data, the geophysica
data, was reviewed by - by nunerous physicists to get to the
conclusions that we canme to which essentially is what itens

do we dig because we think they may be warrant ed.

MR. JI M DAFFRON:

And there were - basically we had a field
geophysi ci st responsible for collecting the data and he nade
the initial picks. W have our own project geophysicist who
reviewed the data and then forwarded it to Huntsville and
then in all cases Huntsville nade additional picks that we
would go in. And you can tell - if you renenber back at the
geophysi cal map that we | ooked at, all those, those plus
signs, and we picked just about everything that could be -
that | ooked anything at all like an anomaly and in a | ot of
cases they were very small anonmalies and turned out to be
pi eces of wire, a nail or something very snall
(I'ndicating) This is just a picture of going in and digging

up the anomalies and seeing what they are.

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL:

17
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What's the snal |l est piece of metal you

f ound?
VMR JI M DAFFRON:
We found sone really small pieces of wire
and nail s. | don't know the size but it was - it was sone

really small stuff | guess that we picked up

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL:
Yeah nails are heavily - heavily iron filled

t hough. So you think that the signal woul d be stronger

MR, GLENN EARHART:
He got several false spots especially since

it was real close to the surface.

MR, KEN KNOUF:

A |l ot of horse shoes.

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL:

Are you serious?

18
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MR, KEN KNOUF:

Lots of farm | and.

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL:

deeper ?

Oh ny gosh how cool .

They shoul d have been.

KEN KNOUF:
No.

DI ANE HENSHEL:

No?

KEN KNOUF:

No. It was farm | and.

DI ANE HENSHEL:

Were the horse shoes

Well | know. They could get buried.

JI' M DAFFRON:

(I'ndicating) This graph represents all of

19
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the OE related itens that we found. It looks Iike a |ot but
it - but I turned off all the non CE related itenms. And if
you turn that |ayer back on then you just about can't see
anyt hing el se because there was so many nore non CE itens
found that really the CE itens would represent only about

seven (7) percent of the itenms that we investigated.

MR BOB HUDSON:

Does the railroad track run through there --

VR JI M DAFFRON
Yeah.

VR, BOB HUDSON:
-- about where that group is right there in
the center?
VMR, JI M DAFFRON
Yes. About where - just about where the map

cuts in.

MR. BOB HUDSON:
Cuts in?

20
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MR JI M DAFFRON
Ri ght .

MR BOB HUDSON:
And the railroad passes right past that

poi nt ?

VMR, JI M DAFFRON

That's right. Yeah. And we found a |ot of
non CE related scrap up around the railroad. But you see we
- we cleared a hundred (100) and - or did investigation
removal on a hundred and sixty-seven (167) acres. Like |
said before we found twenty-four (24) itenms on the surface
that could be classified as OE related. W did ah five
t housand four hundred and ei ghty-ni ne (5489) sub-surface
i nvestigations and digs. W dug that nmany anomalies. O
t hose ei ghty-seven (87) percent of themwere determned to
be non OE rel ated, seven (7) percent were CE rel ated and
they varied fromanything fromsmall pieces of fragnent, ah
found sone grenade pins to you know sonme sixties (60) and

rockets. Al were inert. W didn't find any - any

21
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unexpl oded ordnance on site at all. W also found a nunber
of QAitens. Those were itens that were seeded before we
cane to the site by Huntsville to determ ne whet her our
geophysics was effective in finding itenms. Found thirty-one
(31) of those. And then we had a nunber of no contacts.

And the reason for a lot of those no contacts is because we
pi cking so many anomal i es sonetines an anomaly was caused by
sonet hi ng other than you know a piece of netal or sonething
in the ground. Sonetines when you nmade one (1) pass through
one (1) lane and you cone back you would pick up the sane
piece of netal at a slightly different |location. So a |ot
of cases we were picking things so close together that it
really - we had already - we picked the sane itemtw ce in
sone cases. Sonetines it would depend on the orientation of
the item You get a positive and negative field and you're
detecting that as you go through and sonetines it |ooks |ike
two (2) items next to each other when it's really one (1)
itemjust the way it's oriented. That's the reason for the

nunmber of the no contacts.

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL

Two (2) questions. What was your percent

22
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recovery on the QA itens?

MR JI M DAFFRON:

W ah - we mssed two (2) QAitens. One (1)
was an error in the way we re-acquired the item Ah we
actually detected it in the geophysical ah investigation but
it was an irregular shaped grid. It wasn't square and our
met hods to - that we were using to relocate that put us off
the location of the actual anomaly and actually dug in a
| ocation found a piece of nmetal, assumed that was the cause
of the anomaly and it wasn't. It was the QAitem The

ot her --

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL:
Wait a second. Could you go back and
expl ain that because it sounds to ne |ike you nay have
m ssed other stuff then if you had a - it sounds |ike your
geophysi cal survey was not necessarily matched with where
you dug then, is that right? Could you explain what you

just said?

23
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MR JI M DAFFRON
The geophysi cal survey detected, it showed
up, it was picked as an itemto - to ah re- - to

i nvesti gate.

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL:
Ri ght .

MR JI M DAFFRON
And when they went back to re-acquire it

they didn't get to the right |ocation.

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL:
Way not ?

MR JI M DAFFRON.

Wl | because it was an irregul ar shaped grid
and the nethod we used to relocate that is we pull tapes in
fromtwo (2) corners of the grid and we were pulling themin
from opposite corners of the grid and it created an arc.

And because the itemwas near the center of the grid those

arcs actually intersected in two (2) places about five (5)

24
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feet apart fromeach other. And because - because we were
usi ng opposite corners instead of adjacent corners we
actually got arcs that intersected twice in the grid. And
so we actually went to the wong intersection of those two
(2) arcs. W changed our nmethod of re-acquiring and used
j ust adjacent corners so that you only get one (1)
intersection in a single grid. And that elim nated any
possibility of going to the wong intersection of those

arcs.

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL.:
So you did the QA itens first, went back

before you did any of the CE items? |Is that correct?

MR JI M DAFFRON
No. They were hidden in - in the grids.
didn't know which itens were QA itens and whi ch ones

weren't.

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL.:
Al right if that's true then what's the

possibility that you m ssed other itens because of that sane

25
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type of error?

MR. JI M DAFFRON:
Wll | think it's probably pretty rare
because we corrected that problem and went back and re-did
the grid and didn't find any ah - any other itens that we

m ssed.

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL:
But that was only for that one (1) grid? |

mean - do you understand ny question?

MR, GLENN EARHART:

Yes. And | think it basically boils down to
what Quality Assurance that the governnent has. W had four
(4) Quality Assurance projects. Nunber one (1) we had a guy
inthe field the entire tinme that they were doing their
work. W were able to verify because we had the sane
response when they couldn't find the QA itens. So we were
able to verify what happened and why. The other - the other
two (2) QA processes that we had was that our geophysici st

anal yzing the sane data, picking the sanme digs, additionally

26
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maki ng additional grids or additional anomalies. And our
third QA was the fact that we had seeded - | believe - how

many was it? Thirty (30) or thirty-tw (32)?

V5. DI ANE HENSHEL
He says thirty-three (33).
MR, GLENN EARHART:

Thirty-three (33). | don't renenber. But
we purposely seeded those itenms before they did the
geophysics. W knew where they were so that we - so we had
- that was a QA. W had joint analysis of all the digita
data. We had a - we identified in sone cases probably
twenty (20) to thirty (30) extra digs in the grid on those
anomal i es that were on the border |ine of what we centered

i n magnetic range.

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL:
But if you didn't go back and re-survey how
do you know that they didn't do the sanme thing and get one

(1) over here instead of one (1) over there?

MR, GLENN EARHART:

27
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kay. The reason we know that is because
the - our on site guy did anywhere fromten (10) to eighty
(80) percent QA after they were done. So after they did the
grid and said yeah we're conpleted with the grid, before we
woul d pay them our field guy went back and re-surveyed their

entire grid.

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL:
Ah. Ckay.

MR, GLENN EARHART:
Now he didn't do all the girds. | nean

there were sonme grids that had only four (4) anonalies.

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL.:
Ckay.

MR, GLENN EARHART:

So he used his better discretion on what

grids. The grids that had a | ot of anomaly he did nore QA
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MS. DI ANE HENSHEL:
And how nmany tines when he went back did he

have to send them back out again?

MR, GLENN EARHART:
| don't think he had to. D d we have any QA
failures other than those two (2) QA grids that you seeded?

| don't think so.

MR JI M DAFFRON
W only - we repeated two (2) grids. Ah
that was one (1) of them And the other one (1) was one (1)

further south.

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL:

Whi ch was where?

MR JI M DAFFRON

Ah | don't renmenber the other one (1) that

we repeat ed.
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MR, GLENN

happy with it.

M5. DI ANE

MR GLENN

M5. DI ANE

MR, GLENN

M5. DI ANE

MR, GLENN

EARHART:

| don't remenber either but we were pretty

HENSHEL :
Ckay.

EARHART:

That's pretty unusual.

HENSHEL :

Ckay. Wuld you live there now?
EARHART:

Absol utely.

HENSHEL :
Ckay.

EARHART:

In fact the mammography | think we did too

much. |I'mjust - you know that's - I'ma non viol ent
person. |'ve done a lot of this projects. | nean this was
30
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- historically we knew there wasn't nuch there.

V5. DI ANE HENSHEL:
Yeah.

MR, GLENN EARHART:
From the Archives Search Reports. W did an
EECA. During our EECA | think we did like five hundred
(500) digs and didn't find anything in five hundred (500)
digs. Now we just did alnbst six thousand (6, 000) nore digs

and that's difficult. W were trying to prove a negative.

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL

Ckay.

MR. JI M DAFFRON:

One (1) thing we did too was we - we - like
as | said the one (1) we nissed was early on. W | ooked at
why we missed it and | think it was pretty obvious once we
| ooked - started looking at it, how we nmade the m stake. W
changed the way we were re-acquiring. W also went back and
| ooked at, and had the geophysicists | ook at the results of

the digs ah as another Quality Control and see if what they
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found at the depth they found it made sense based on the
response of the instrunents. So they can go in and say well
if you found a nail and it was you know a foot deep it

shoul dn't have nmade the sane response as that sixty (60)
that was out there. So by - by going back and | ooki ng at
actual results of what they recovered, you know if it was
sonething smaller than a - at a deep depth it should have
had a small response. But if the target that they were
going after had | arge response it should have been sonet hi ng
nore - sonething bigger or closer to the surface then they
could see that. So we started having our geophysicists pay
closer attention, review all the results of the - that the

dig teans woul d bring back in.

V5. DI ANE HENSHEL.:
Ckay.
VMR, JI M DAFFRON
So we did make sone inprovenents in our
process ah and we could go back and | ook at that previous
grids once we realized we had m ssed that to see if there

were any others that coul d have been nissed in the sane way.
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MS. DI ANE HENSHEL:
kay ah one (1) nore question. And this is
just a - just verification here. Ah you used seven (7)

percent CE related itens?

MR JI M DAFFRON

Yes.

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL
And the comment earlier was that ten (10)
percent, only ten (10) percent were below six (6) inches?
What percent of the OE related itens were above that six (6)
i nches and what were below the six (6) inches of depth

approxi mat el y?

MR, GLENN EARHART:

Ah 1 think - | can't without |ooking at the
| nspection and Project Report, | can't renenber because |
just went through an exercise so | can't renenber of any O
rel - CErelated itens nuch below ah six (6) inches. | nean
nost - nost of the OE related itenms were shot flares. That

one (1) --
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MR JI M DAFFRON
| think that they found sone hundred (100)

pound bonb fragnents that were deep.

MR, GLENN EARHART:

Sout hern portion.

MR JI M DAFFRON

But al nost everything was on the surface.

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL:

In the southern portion they were deep?

MR, GLENN EARHART:

Now deep we're tal king ei ghteen (18) inches.

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL:
Right. But wouldn't the deeper ones nost
likely be there fromjust firing rather than from dunpi ng?
MR, GLENN EARHART:
No.
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MR PAUL CLOUD:
No.

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL:
No? Then what's it fromthen?

MR, GLENN EARHART:

There was no evidence of these firing. No.

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL:
Vell | knew the firing's up here but nothing

was fired ever?

MR, GLENN EARHART:

| nean if we --

MR, BOB HUDSON:

Wait a minute. It couldn't have got fired

here in this part.
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MS. DI ANE HENSHEL:
So how did it get to eighteen (18) inches
dept h?

MR, GLENN EARHART:

If it's a fired area?

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL:
Yeah.

MR, GLENN EARHART:

You woul d expect to see fragnents there. |
nmean if you went in there you woul d expect to see ot her
itens in the same area or fragnents. That's what was uni que
about all this data. W were finding one (1) small two (2)
inch fragnent in a sixty (60) foot area and which really
didn't give you an indication of firing at the inpact areas
either burial or ah like give these guys credit. | don't
know if you saw the - the conditions out there but it was a

guagm re.

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL:
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Un-huh (yes). It was a wetl and.

MR, GLENN EARHART:

And when you take equipnment in there it

presses down on these itens. The itens were on the surface

and plus too they went down further. Ah we found no
evi dence of any inpact. W didn't find any grids where

there were a |l ot of fragnments cl ose together.

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL:
Ckay.

MR, GLENN EARHART:
But they were all individual single

fragments.

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL:
kay. So in other words at this point

you're pretty well close to a hundred (100) percent certain

there is nothing live left, no chance of anything that's

danger ous?
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MR, GLENN EARHART:

Vell | nmean we're - |'m prepared and our
office is prepared to issue a Statenent of C earance FOST
that says that area can be unrestricted use.

V5. DI ANE HENSHEL

Ckay.

MR, PAUL CLQOUD:

For excavati on.

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL:

For excavation?

MR, PAUL CLOUD:

The Arny will not supply a hundred (100)
percent easenent but there will be the standard discl ai ners
as in the other areas that - just due to the nature that the
facility was a former mlitary base - if anything else is
found any future owner has to allow us to conme and take care
of it. W can't provide a hundred (100) percent absolute
guarantee. W think we have done above and beyond a

reasonabl e effort here and we feel very confortable with it.
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MR JI M DAFFRON

And | apologize. | don't renenber exactly
what was found in each spot and the depth but that is part
of the Final Report. It will all be there and you can go in
and see ah you know what itemwas found at what depth and
you know you can actually go back and | ook at where it was
found, where on the map. Again it's also available on our
G S systemwhere it shows it graphically it's pretty easy.

Al though with that many hits you know it can still take a
while particularly if you' re looking at the non CE rel ated
scrap, the five thousand (5,000) or so hits. But it is
there and it's available. Wat we found is basically what
they said. There was no evidence that - or any indication
that we would find sonething live if we continued to - to ah
| ook. | nean you can go out there and do anot her

geophysi cal survey and you mi ght turn up another piece of OE
rel ated scrap. There's always that possibility that there's
something not - that wasn't covered. | nmean no nethod is

going to be perfect in finding everything. But we feel
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pretty confortable with the data we've got and the results
of our excavation that there isn't really an expl osive
hazard in the area that we're working. (Indicating) And
these are sone of the pictures of the itens that we found.
Primarily what's in this picture is some conmponents, sone
rocket notors fromfour and a half (4 ¥3 inch rockets.
That's part of the hundred (100) pound bonb fragnent.
think that was maybe the deepest CE itemthat we found.
This is a land mne that was found. Sixty (60) mllinmeter
nortars just something we expected to find. W found a

| arge variety of different CE itenms but sixties (60) were
one (1) of the ones that we were specifically |ooking for
and we did find a few of them Shows a point detonating a
fuse. These are sone snmall arns cartridge cases. This is
one (1) of the Corps QA itens. W put themin with
identifications so that they could tell where we were
supposed to find it. They then |ooked to see if we said we
found it where it was so they checked that we were actually
finding things where they were supposed to be and that we
were finding things that we should be finding. This is a

picture - there was | think maybe three (3) cases where we

found rounds that were in the ground or one (1) above ground
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and two (2) in the ground that we couldn't tell w thout

conpl etely taking them out whether or not they were live or
not. And rather than taking any chances with excavating it
we put sone ah - sonme penetrating charges on it and actually
shot the round. In all cases they showed that they were
inert, the wax filled sixties (60) that they found that they
went ahead and detonated in place or put those charges on.
You can kind of tell fromthat picture that it's fairly
close to the surface. | don't know the depth. But that's
probably you know just a few inches bel ow the surface. |
think that's fairly typical of what we were finding,
sonet hi ng near the surface. (Indicating) Alittle closer
pi cture of the penetrators on the - on the round. And so
that's the field work. And then after the field work is
done we take all the data, we put it together into a Final
Report. That you know becones part of the record and that's
what we're working on now. W' ve got a draft of it. It's
bei ng revi ewed and hopefully we will get comrents back and
get the final out soon. The Wb site which is available to
ah - for new information on the site i s procomander.com

W set it up for all of our project sites and then we used

it during the project and al so as a nethod of presenting
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information to the public and to our clients and our sub-
contractors. There's a lot of information out there,
basically everything that's in the Final Report is avail able

there as well. Any questions?

MR, GLENN EARHART:

One (1) comrent. This ah - this data
informati on systemthat we used for Jefferson Proving G ound
is reported in the world wide UXO forum --- forumin
Olando in Septenber | believe. But it's state of the art
stuff that we're getting out to the rest of the world about

how t o manage data, sone |arge vol unes of data.

MR JI M DAFFRON
Yes. And it was set up as a project
col |l aboration site and the nain objective was to be able to
share informati on and data at renote |ocations. Qur office
is in Cak Ridge and we're doing the work here. W had
geophysicists in as many as three (3) locations at a tine
all looking at the data so they would upload the data from

the field and it would then be available for review and -
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and processing at various sites and you know we coul d get
pretty quick turn around. As soon as collected the data we
could process it and within a day be back out re-acquiring
the anomalies and posting the results. So it was - it
proved to be pretty effective during the - the ah project
itself and hopefully it's still being used to you know show

the results.

MR PAUL CLOUD:
Any ot her questions for Jin? Thank you Jim

| appreciate it.

MR JI M DAFFRON
Ckay.

VR, PAUL CLOUD:

What | would like to do now is we have a
short video on UXO Cl earances and their potential inpact on
the environnent. |It's a video that was - has been prepared
by the Arny Environnmental Center and we will have it

avai l able at the Proving Gound if anyone would like to
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borrow it or see it again. It's about fifteen (15) or

ni neteen (19) m nutes.

( PLAYI NG VI DEO )

Any actions depicted with unexpl oded ordnance are
bei ng performed by highly trained professionals. Though the
work may |l ook sinple it is very dangerous. As the U S.
mlitary downsi zes thousands of acres of former mlitary
training |l ands are available to be turned over to the public
for new uses. Because these areas nmay contai n unexpl oded
ordnance the mlitary is working closely with decision

makers to insure that inforned response actions are taken.
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Preparing forner ranges for safe public use however is not a
sinple task. Cearing unexploded ordnance is very difficult
with today's technology. Mre inportantly it can have
significant long lasting effects upon the environnent. To
nmake wi se bal anced deci si ons concerning these areas deci sion
makers nust understand how cl eari ng unexpl oded ordnance can
i npact the environnent, in sonme cases for hundreds of years
to come. Ranges across this country have been used

t hroughout the 19th and 20th centuries to train personnel to
effectively protect the United States of America. 1In
addition to keeping our country safe this training has had
two (2) consequences: unexpl oded ordnance and environnent al
preservation. The military training created areas with
unexpl oded ordnance or UXO. Because these rounds, which did
not expl ode upon inpact, can cause injury or death if
soneone disturbs them the mlitary kept personnel safe by
carefully securing these | ands. The second consequence from
these training activities was environnental preservation.
Because these areas were kept off limts to people and

devel opnent mlitary ranges represent sone of the best
preserved land in the world. They are probably as close to

an untouched | andscape as you will find anywhere off of a
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national park and i ndeed sone of the buffer zones at the

| arger ranges, at places |like the Gol dwater Range or the -
or Nellis or sonme of the big ranges in the G eat Basin area,
Dugway Proving Grounds and so forth, they're probably even
| ess di strubed by hunman intervention than a typical national
park because they have a lot fewer visitors. And so for

t hose species that depend on that kind of |andscape and
particularly for the species that need a | ot of space, that
need to have the ability to range across tens of thousands
of acres, they're absolutely precious. The installation

of fers | arge expanses habitat. Habitat is a very critical
requi renment for threatened and endangered species. W thout
it they cannot exist. And mlitary installations are often
the |l ast strongholds for these species to exist. As an
exanpl e here at our installation we have one (1) endangered
species, two (2) threatened wildlife species and an
additional thirty-five (35 wldlife species that have sone
| evel of sensitivity by the federal and state governnent.
We al so have five (5) sensitive plant species and seven (7)
sensitive national comunities. Wen evaluating the inpact
that mlitary training has on threatened and endangered

species, outwardly it mght appear that mlitary training is
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hi ghly destructive in nature. However, in reality these
actions are usually tenmporary and short in duration, they're
revi ewed beforehand and they're highly regul ated. W have
several mandates that require us to conserve wildlife
species as well as natural resources here at the
installation. W are required to conply with all of these
| aws and regul ations and we're held strictly accountable to
them nmuch nore strictly than non-governnental agencies
are. As ranges nove frommlitary to public use decision
makers should carefully consider the inpact of UXO response
actions on the soil, the water and particularly the habitat.
Deci si on makers therefore need to understand how UXO
Cl earance technol ogies work. One of the things we have to
do first is to renove vegetation to insure that our UXO
technol ogy fol ks can actually see the - the UXO and the
fragnented netal on the surface of the ground. Cassically
in the business you renove vegetation by one (1) of three
(3) different ways. |In many inpact areas at many ranges are
- are routinely maintained by controlled burning and what
they do is that they set fires and they have fire breaks and
saf eqguards and they burn the vegetation down to the ground.

That's a very effective way because no one has to go into
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the inpact area. W set the fires on the outside and it
burns to the inside. The second way, again not done so mnuch
anynore, but was routinely done in the 70s and 80s, is to
apply herbicides whether it's ah you know it's sonething
that will go in and kill vegetation. At the NVR what we're
doing is physically going in with chain saws and weed
whackers and renoving the vegetation at the ground surface.
Once we' ve done that the UXO folks go in and do what's
called a Surface Clearance. A Surface Clearance is
literally that, we are |ooking for and physically renoving
fragnented netal, pieces of target and debris and any
unexpl oded ordnance item |If it's a piece of debris
obviously they can sinply take it out of the ground and go
on to the next anomaly. But if they see it's an ordnance
item a UXO they have to then go through a set of very
preci se procedures to identify whether this itemis stable,
whether it's a imediate trap or whether it is sonething
that can be transported. In many cases they can't make the
determnation that it's - that it is stable or they nake the
determnation that it's unstable, and it is unsafe to be
noved, transported or otherw se disturbed, so they have to

what - they use the termcalled blowit in place. They wll
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sinply put these expl osives devices on the ordnance item
nove away a safe distance, ah and blow it in place. Fire in
the hole. Fire in the hole. Fire in the hole. Fire in the
hole. Fire in the hole. Sonetinmes they will pile up sand
bags around the itens to be - to be blown in order to
mnimze the fragnentation, mnimze noise and to
surroundi ng i nhabited areas. That | eaves us what - with
there are things in the ground that we can't see physically.
At that stage we use geophysical instrunents to tell us
what's below the surface. The first and - and the easiest
is a- an instrunent called a shawn staff. It's a
magnetoneter. It's a nmetal detector or flux gate
magnetoneter and this is a stick |ike apparatus that the

t echnol ogy fol ks wave back and forth and it emts a - a tone
or a sound or a flash of light when it detects netal. CQur
technologists |listen for the beep and then they put a - a
pin flag, it's sinply a plastic flag, in the ground to mark
where they found the sound. Because it's a magnetoneter and
they put a flag in, that's called mag and flag. And really
what they're doing is they're sinply detecting netal from
just below the surface to maybe about two (2) feet down.

There's no - they have no idea what the piece of netal is.
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It could be a fragnmented netal, itcould be an ordnance item
it could be a piece of debris. So that |eads us to a very
significant problemof how do we know what this anomaly is
and there's no way of finding out and that's to interrogate
it, or excavate it or dig it up. Qher technologies are
avai l abl e but all require renmoval of vegetation and a great
deal of excavation which can be environnentally destructive.
We have a fairly high confidence |evel in on our detection
technologies as a result of efforts that we've conducted
from about 1994 to date. Ah what we don't have a good
handl e on are discrimnation technologies. In - in that
regard what | nean is that we can't really reliably identify
what's left in the ground or what actual piece of ordnance
m ght be in the ground. But our detection capabilities,
some organi zations, one (1) governnmental and severa
contractors that | can think of, have fairly reliable
detection technologies, in the ninety plus (90+) percent
range. So you know that's a good thing. Contractors have
wor ked toget her over a nunber of years collaboratively to -
to inprove the detection capabilities and | hold out hope
that they will also continue to work together with respect

to discrimnation technologies. Until we find alternatives,
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range cl earance operations nust use existing technol ogi es
and unfortunately even the best of these current

t echnol ogi es cannot guarantee that one hundred (100) percent
of all UXOw |l be found. Furthernore these technol ogies
can be destructive to plant and wildlife habitats as well as
sonme precious cultural resources such as Native Anerican
artifacts. This is a unique processes involved in creating
the soil horizination in this profile which can take at

| east eight hundred (800) to fifteen hundred (1500) years
for these layers to formthe way they are. The renoval of
UXO at a depth of two (2) foot in this profile, would
destroy close to fifteen hundred (1500) years of soi
profile devel opnment. Another soil that's very simliar to
this particular soil is called a barreland which is nuch
nore poorly drained and in fact even within the Pocono
Forest here in Wrcester County we have areas that supports
stagmant noss and some pretty unique aninmals that are
associated with that type of habitat. So then again you're
| ooki ng again at a choice of not only are you disturbing an
extrenely unusual soil profile you also are renoving ah

pl ants and animals or the habitat for sone plants and

animals in those areas. Decision nakers can help control
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t he amount of environnental inpact by making wi se | and use
decisions. Let's look at how | and use inpacts the
environment. If you plan to put a housing conplex or a
shoppi ng center on the land for instance the unexpl oded
ordnance must be cleared to allow construction personnel to
dig deeply into the earth. |If you think of soil as the
foundation of life and where |ife is actually occurring
within the soil profile ah you can look at it fromtwo (2)
poi nts of view. You have aninmals and m croorgani sns t hat
basically feed off the surface land. Ah grasses dom nantly
feed off the surface land. And then you look in a forest
and you see tap roots that go down ten (10) or twelve (12)
feet. So soil isn't just a six (6) inch |layer at the - at
the you know top of the ground. Ah when | say soil supports
life there's Iife down to a great depth. The renoval of UXO
would in effect renove all the vegetation all down to a
certain depth. And at that point when you have exposed soi
you have increased or accel erated erosion versus leaving it
inits natural state. Oher |and uses such as agriculture
require nore shallow digging into the soil and consequently
| ess invasive UXO Cearance. |If the area will be used as a

nature preserve little UXO C earance may be necessary at
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all. Signs, barricades and fences can be installed to keep
peopl e away from UXO and UXO away from peopl e.

Additionally, those living nearby can be educated about
using these areas safely. |It's inportant to keep in m nd

al so that each forner range generally has nmany acres that do
not contain any UXO.  Extensive UXO O earance and

envi ronment al destruction can be avoi ded by sinply building
in those areas where there is no UXO. Many people are now
safety enjoying former range areas and the environnental
benefits they provide. One (1) exanple, the Patuxent
Research Refuge in Laurel, Maryland where the public as well
as wldlife biologists take advantage of eighty-one hundred
(8100) acres of former mlitary training land. The
Department of Defense turned over this land from Fort Meade
in 1991 adding an expansive territory of vegetation,
wldlife habitat to the nearby Patuxent Refuge. The refuge
was first established in 1936 as a premer site for wildlife
research. Wth the addition of the north track the |and now
offers the public space for hunting, fishing, bicycling,

hi ki ng and other recreational activities. The wetland and
wildlife viewing area is located on a former artillery range

and this forner firing range control tower is now being used
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as a wildlife observation point. Nowthat the mlitary
conpl eted a surface sweep for UXO rat her than an extensive
excavation, this delicate habitat was allowed to remain and
visitors can safely enjoy viewing the various wildlife
species thriving in this environnment. This decision to save
preci ous acres of forest and wetlands is a common

denom nator in many installations where these secured | ands
have preserved nunerous species of plant and aninmal life.

At Ft. McCellan in Aniston, Al abama reuse authorities are
consi dering a proposed Muntain Longl eaf National WIldlife
Ref uge to protect the |ast known naturally maintained
Mount ai n Longl eaf Pine comunity. Wth the help of the U
S. Fish and Wldlife Service, the land could not only
preserve these four hundred (400) year old pines but
preserve the habitats for over two hundred (200) plant
species, two hundred (200) bird species and approxi mately
forty (40) aninmal species as well. There is a |ot of
benefits, those essetically but norally economically from -
fromhaving a ah recreational ah area such as a Nati onal
WIldlife Refuge. W get many visitors and people com ng
into the area. They - they spend their noney locally. Ah

that's a positive side economcally. Mrally you have a
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responsibility ah for future generations to - to do
sonet hi ng when you have sonething that's uni que and as
different as this. | think many in the | ocal communities
have identified that. People want to see the nountains
remai n undi sturbed and undevel oped and that's basically what
we're doing so they will be there for future generations to
enjoy and really will enhance the quality of life in |ocal
communities. Through w se bal anced deci si on nmaker these
deci sion makers can protect public safety and the
environment. A close exanmi nation of the inpact UXO

Cl earance will have on animal and plant habitats in your
area may be one (1) of the nobst inportant factors you can
consider for the future of that |and. These decisions you
make about | and use, UXO C earance and environnenta
preservation depend upon your community's unique needs and
ci rcunstances. Your participation is critical in deciding
the fate of these areas. Wthout your support we risk

| osing sone of the world's nost beautiful |ands.

( VI DEO OVER )

MR PAUL CLOUD:
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Any questions? Bob?

VR, BOB HUDSON:
| don't have a question but | guess | have a
comment. Ah | guess they didn't show JPG in that group
because hearing it it was just probably out of the question
as far as technology they were showing. It |ooked |ike they
m ght have showed it as us being on this place, preserved it

for habitat purposes.

MR, PAUL CLOUD:

Wll they could have. W were just provided
this - this video a few weeks ago. Ah JPG was peripherally
mentioned in there when they tal ked about the technol ogy,
devel opnment goi ng back all the way to 1994. That was as you
wel | know was actually performed at JPG for a nunber of

years.

MR. BOB HUDSON:
It 1ooks like they would have capitalized at

the end on the big place that they were preserving.
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MR PAUL CLOUD:

| think if they conme out with a revision of
that that would be a suggestion that it's well taken. | can
make that to the Arny Environnental Center. | appreciate
it. Any other comments or questions? Ckay what | would
like to do nowis go on to the Findings of Suitability to
Transfer Ford property. W're talking in this case the
Airfield parcel and the Northern Eastern parcel. W've
tal ked about the Airfield parcel a nunber of tines. The
next series of slides you ve seen so | will go through them
fairly quickly as far as what has been done, the sequence of
events that we went through on the initial FOST and the
initial reviews and the comments and the re-eval uati on of
the parcels (showing). The fact that we did have sone
out standi ng conments, they have been identified and attached
to the FOST and the Arny has provided a response to them
The docunent is currently at the Arny Materiel Command which
is AMC. It was sent up there last week. | had a discussion

with one (1) of the staff this nmorning on that. They're
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currently reviewing it. They expect to be able to nmake a
decision on its either acceptance or rejection by the end of
this month. |If it's accepted then it will be signed off.
The Louisville Corps of Engineers real estate office wll
then be directed to prepare a Deed for the transfer of that
parcel to the Ford Lunber and Buil ding Supply Conpany and
any Deed restrictions that were identified in the FOST w ||
be incorporated into the Deed. |If it is rejected then they
wi |l come back and provide direction as to whatever
additional work they feel is necessary. At this time that's
currently an unknown. | will say however that in all the
previ ous FOSTs that we have sent up there none have been
rejected. (Indicating) This is the outline of the - of the
parcel. It's about seven hundred and sixty (760) acres.
Now t he next - the next parcel is the Northeast parcel.

Toni ght we are providing it for initial public review and
corment. There are copies of it back on the table. This is
a parcel that you will see in later slides, about four
hundred and fifty (450) acres. 1It's in the Northeast Corner
of the Cantonnent Area. W have - the only issue that was
really present in this parcel was a UXO C earance that we

actually did and we actually did sonme residual soil sanpling
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and analysis for residual nmetals and expl osives. And that
was done earlier this year. The State had some conments.

We responded to the State. The State canme back and provi ded
their ah final docunment to us today and as a result of that
we are putting out the - the FOST for Initial Conment and
Revi ew starting toni ght and requesting comments or
concurrence by the end of Septenmber. This shows you the
basic outline of the parcel. Wen you | ook on your slide
you'll see on the left hand side there is a little dog |eg

t hat goes around a group of buildings. The reason why that
is there is because that little section of buildings has

al ready been transferred. 1In fact that parcel actually

bel ongs to the Indiana Solid Waste Managenent District. Are
there any questions on either the Airfield FOST or the
Nor t heast parcel FOST?

MR, KEVI N HERRON:

Paul ?

MR PAUL CLQOUD:

Yes sir?
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MR, KEVI N HERRON:

Where is the EPA comment s?

MR PAUL CLOUD:
W received nothing fromthe EPA. They were
provi ded the exact same material information that |DEM was
provided. W received no conments, no concurrence, no

response what soever.

MR. KEN KNOUF:

Paul , actually | have a questi on.

MR. PAUL CLOUD:
CGo ahead.

MR, KEN KNOUF:
Fish and Wldlife Service is actually doing
endangered species work in that area. |If they were to find
an endangered species how m ght that affect the way the FOST

was done?
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MR PAUL CLOUD:

It would inpact on the environnental
restrictions that would be incorporated into the FOST and
that then woul d subsequently be transferred into the Deed.
The parcel will not be transferred until after we get that
report done. Expect that report to cone out probably the
end of Septenber. The FOST you know won't be in a condition
where it would be sent up to the Arny Materiel Command unti l
probably the end of this year at the earliest. So we have
plenty of time before you know t hat decision has to be nade
and forward on to incorporate any information |ike that.

And simlar for wetlands. The Corps, the Louisville
District has done a wetlands check in that area al so. Any
i npact as far as reuse restrictions would al so be

i ncorporated in the docunment regarding wetlands. Any ot her

questions?

MR, RI CHARD HI LL:
On the ah soil sanpling for explosives and
metal s, can you give us sonme kind of idea what was - what
was found there and just some general coments that | DEM

provi ded and just sone nore infornmation?
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MR PAUL CLOUD:

Vel |l we have an | DEM representative here.
We basically didn't find nuch of anything as far as netals
or explosives. | mean you will obviously find sone things.
The detection level - the ability to detect things now has
gotten so good that you can find al nost single atons of
things. But the - the action |evels where you have to go in
because the | evel of contamnation is - is so high, we have
not ever encountered on a UXO Cl earance item where we've
actual ly gone back in and actually sanpled the craters where

t he actual detonations occurred.

MR, RI CHARD HI LL:
Un- huh (yes).

MR PAUL HI LL:
Whi ch woul d have - woul d have the highest
probably of the - of the greatest contam nation or potenti al
contam nation. Kevin can answer your questions as far as

you know any specific conmments he m ght have had.
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MR KEVI N HERRON:
The only issue that was raised with regard
to our chem st was an issue with background so that they
coul d conpare background | evels to levels that nails can't

provi de chem sts.

MR RI CHARD HI LL:
Un- huh (yes).

MR KEVI N HERRON:
Once she got - once she got the background
data she can conpare themthen that woul d be the issue that

she woul d have probl ens about that.

MR RI CHARD HI LL:
Ckay.

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL.:
So are you providing that information to the

RAB?
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PAUL CLOUD
VW will be yes.

DI ANE HENSHEL:

All the chem cal information too?

PAUL CLOUD:
Yeah.

DI ANE HENSHEL:

Is it - | knowit's --

PAUL CLOUD
It's not in the FOST.

Rl CHARD HI LL:
It's not in the FCST no.

PAUL CLQOUD:

The FOST is - the FOST is not a docunent

designed to ah provide or incorporate in it the entirety of
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a docurent like that. |It's provided by a reference and if
there is a request or a need to provide that then we w ||

provi de that.

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL

So you will be providing that?

MR PAUL CLOUD:
Yeah. No problem

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL:
I ncluding the other information that the

| DEM peopl e asked for?

MR, PAUL CLQOUD:

Sur e.

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL:

The background sanpl es?

MR PAUL CLQOUD:

Sur e.
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MS. DI ANE HENSHEL:
Ckay.

MR PAUL CLOUD:
No problem

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL:
The ot her question | have is have you - |
noticed in the process they have no indications of PCB use.
Did you go back to - do you intend to go back and find any

i ndi cations of PCB use on site yet?

MR, PAUL CLOUD:

| have | ooked at that as we discussed it in
Madi son, Wsconsin. And the only area that we can find
anything is that it was - there was probably sone PCB stored
as in oil vats like you nentioned before in our one (1) year
RCRA storage facility out at the Airfield. That has been
closed in accordance with the State approved plan. So that
is the only area that we know of where “PCBs woul d have

been” stored.

66



© 00 N oo o b~ W N P

N RN N NN R R R R R R R R R
A W N b O O 0O N O O B O N » O

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL:
Wul d you go back to the Airfield picture a

second? | know you have it.

MR, PAUL CLOUD:

(Ceeting picture) Oops too far. Ckay. That
building is located right about - let's see, that's the - is
t he hanger right here. The building is |ocated right about
there (indicating). I1t"'s building 305.

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL.:
Al right.

MR, PAUL CLQOUD:

It's a small little building.

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL:
That's fine. It my be a small little

buil ding but we still don't have any PCB data on it do we?

MR PAUL CLOUD:
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There's no PCB data because that was a one

(1) year RCRA storage facility.

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL.:
So0?
MR PAUL CLOUD:
And it was stored in there in accordance
w th approved requirenments under the State adm nistered

pl an.

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL:

That's not the question.

MR, PAUL CLOUD:
Wien it was cleared - when it was cl eaned
and - and the - the permt that we have with the State was
cl osed out the sanpling for that was done. | have a

cardboard box back at Aberdeen with the entire C osure

Report and all the sanpling and analysis and the process and

the procedure for that building if you would like to you

know | ook at it.
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MS. DI ANE HENSHEL:
| would like to see all the PCB rel ated

dat a.

MR, PAUL CLOUD:
I will go back when I'm back next week and
see what | can find.
M5. DI ANE HENSHEL:

Bef ore you go off and finish off on this

FOST.
MR PAUL CLOUD:
Well the FOST for the Airfield is already
conplete. It's already up for review

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL.:

Right. But | nmean it seens to ne therefore
that it's inmportant to knowif this is where the PCBs were
stored on site that the PCB data was (a) valid and (b)
indicate indicative of acceptable for residential |evels

since you are allowing this to be residential.
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MR PAUL CLOUD:
W're not allowing it. W're indicating
that we believe it is safe for that. The community has the

zoning authority. They nmake the final decision.

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL:
Yeah. Okay Paul but that's not the

question. The question is what are the results on the PCB

dat a?
MR, PAUL CLOUD:
Vell | will - you know if they're avail able
| will provide them
M5. DI ANE HENSHEL:
And whether they're valid or they' re not
val i d.

MR PAUL CLOUD:
We believe they were valid. Because all

that was stored in there were ah contai ners.

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL:
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I"m | ooking at the chem stry on it renenber

because there's so many problens with the PCBs.

MR PAUL CLQOUD:

| understand that.

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL:
Ckay. It's a very different question than

what you just said.

MR, PAUL CLOUD:
kay. If it's available in that report we
will find it and 1 will send it to you. Like |I say the
cardboard box is about three and a half (3 ¥ feet |ong by

about a foot and a half (1 %3 tall.

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL:
Enjoy it.

MR PAUL CLOUD:
No. |'Il probably Fed Ex it to you and say
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here it is, you find it.

MS. DI ANE HENSHEL:
In which case | would ask that nothing el se
happen on the FOST until we see the data because of the

residential comments.

MR PAUL CLOUD:
Not ed.

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL:
Thank you.

MR RI CHARD HI LL:
We do have a county conmm ssioner here which

we could plead to them

MR PAUL CLOUD:

| understand that.

MR, RI CHARD HI LL:

To do sonet hi ng about the zoning out there.
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MR PAUL CLOUD:

| understand that.

MR. Rl CHARD HI LL:
So that it is not used for residentia

pur poses.

MR PAUL CLQOUD:

But that is a - that is a community
deci sion. Zoning does not apply to federally owned
property. Ah M. Ford has been made aware of that that once
the property has been transferred to himhe has to deal with
the comunity and the Zoni ng Board who has that statutory
authority. W will not be involved in that issue. Ckay if
there are no further questions on either the Airfield area
or the Northeastern parcel 1'd Iike to discuss the Depleted
Urani um Li cense Term nation status. Okay. W originally
provided the term nation request and the report to the NRC

in June of last year. It was also nailed to the entire JPG
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mailing list. It was posted on our Wb site. The NRC

| ooked at it for about there (3) nonths. The end of
Septenber of |ast year they cane back with a nunber of
guestions, required us to go back and revise the docunent.
We have done that. The revised docunent was submitted to
the NRC the 27th of June this year. W also provided copies
to everyone on our mailing list, about two hundred (200)
peopl e. They got copies of the entire License Term nation
Pl an and the Environnental Report which was al so submtted
to the NRC. Also the docunents are both up on the JPG Wb
site and that's the address you can use to go directly to
them They're fairly large. W tried to break them out
into sections so that you woul dn't have one (1) massive |ong
downl oad, but there are sone sections that are still fairly
big. Okay currently the NRCis in the process of performng
their what's called an Adm nistrative Review. They have
ninety (90) days to conplete that. One (1) of the handouts
we have on the back table there shows their chronol ogical
sequence of events as far as how they review and how nuch
time they expect it to take. (Indicating) This slide just
basically tal ks about the fact that on the 27th of June the
Arny al so submtted the Environnmental Report to the NRC
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That was an option under their regulations to request a

I icense holder provide that to them |It's basically an aide
to their agency because they have to go through a NEPA
exercise and either do an EIS or an EA or justify why one
(1) hasn't - doesn't have to be done. W suspect as we go
along in this process that they will probably do an EA or an
EIS. And they will use a ot of the data that's in our ER
to assist them Again that was also mailed out to the JPG
mailing list. (Showing) Now as they go through their
review | i ke the last bullet says up there, they may cone and
fax us and ask us for additional information or questions.
It's not unusual or abnormal. It's a standard process that
you go through with any regulator. And that woul d include
the State, the EPA, NRC or anyone else. Should they do that
that will obviously inpact and alter their cal endar and
their schedule as to howlong it will take themto do
things. Because if they ask us for additional information
say on the ER or the License Term nation Plan then the

cal endar for their conpleting the next step will obviously
stop until we've provided that additional information.

Ri ght now we're just waiting for themto respond. Once it

has gone past the Acceptance Review and they get into the
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Techni cal Review we understand that they will comrence a
series of public neetings and that's part of their Techni cal
Revi ew process. And ny understanding is that they will hold
those in probably all three (3) counties but again that's up
tothem It's their process and their procedure. |f you
want any details, specific information, we have a slide here
for their point of contact, Dr. Mlaughlin. And he has a
toll free nunber and an e-nmil address you can use to
contact him And this is that information here

(i ndicating). Qur point of contact is Ms. Joyce
Kuykendall. In fact she's in the audience tonight if anyone
has any questions they would like to specifically ask her.
She is the Radiation Safety Oficer for JPG And she is the
techni cal expert for this issue on this facility. She works
with nme back at Aberdeen. Any comrents or questions?

Kevi n?

MR, KEVI N HERRON:
On their “Gantt” Chart, the NRC “Gantt”
Chart you have here of the tine frame does - do all those
reviews follow each other or does any of that go into - has

any of that gone into that content?
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MR PAUL CLOUD:
Excel | ent question. The answer is yes and

no.

MR KEVI N HERRON:
That woul d be like five (5), six (6), seven

(7) years from now?

MR, PAUL CLOUD:

Actual |y sone of those processes are in
series and sone are in parallel. Wen | first got that from
them and that was provided to us fromthe NRC, | had the
sanme exact question because | went through and added all the
nunbers sequentially and it canme up to sonme horrendous
nunber. Sonme of those processes are done in parallel and
some are done in series. | went through and did what |
t hought was a | ogical parallel and series organization of
that and then | called Dr. Ml aughlin up and asked him well
this is what | think. | want to hear fromyou on what you
think it's going to take and then | could put that out at
the RAB neeting. And the bottomline basically - first of
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all those - those nunbers are work days, not cal endar days
so you have to multiply them by seven fifths (7/5) because
it doesn't take in Saturday and Sunday. The other thing is
once we went through that process the bottomline is it's
about six (6) years. And that six (6) year clock started
the end of June this year. And it's entirely their process.

Any ot her comments or questions? Bob?

MR, BOB HUDSON:

Paul | - | want to nake a couple of coments
and 1"l probably making these comments again during the
public portion of the hearing. |I'mnot a real - |I'mnot
upset with - | don't go to the extrenes of the environnenta

i ssues don't upset nme. You know lots of tinmes I'mkind of a
m ddl e of the road person. Know ng that we didn't close JPG
in accordance with the law so we don't necessarily - it

don't hurt to sonetinmes now follow the |aw or regul ati ons or
rules. They can be nodified and data can be changed as - as
you go along. W're in the process of closing our |icense
for the first time. So it's a learning process for
everybody involved. It would seemto ne for the anmount of

nmoney, and | just want to make this point as part of the
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record, but it seens to nme that for the anmount of noney
involved in nmonitoring, | mean the anount woul d not buy
cigars probably for a Congressman for one (1) year okay? So
we're tal king about peanuts as far as dollars and cents are
concerned. But if NRC would consider for a data base
generation, one (1) reason, for just generating a data base
for the material in the ground, the type of soil we have,
climatic conditions that we have, environnent that we have
inthis part of the country, that if they would commt say
to a forty (40) or fifty (50) year nonitoring of the
material and after they had done it |ong enough to satisfy

t hensel ves and the public they could probably sone day quit
maybe. And it would al so be beneficial to future ah closing
of licenses that they m ght correlate that data base with
sone other situation. That's one (1) point. The second one
(1) would be a PR one (1), just a natter to ease the
concerns in the community. It's such a small anount of
nmoney that NRC could | ook at those two (2) points, nodify
their procedures to consider doing those two (2) things,
regardl ess of what the law or the rules or regul ati ons say

at this nonent in tine.
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MR PAUL CLOUD:
| appreciate your comrents and |I'm sure the
NRC wi Il be nore than happy to hear fromyou when they hold

their public hearings. Any other comments or questions?

MR RI CHARD HI LL:
I"d just like to say | agree with Bob. It's

great. Good pl an.

MR, PAUL CLOUD:

Any ot her comments or questions? GCkay. Qur
next RAB neeting is schedul ed for Wdnesday, Novenber 6th.
It will be up in the South Ri pley Elenentary School just in
Versailles, Wednesday night 7 P.M You' ve been there
before. | think everyone knows where it is. Wth that I
don't have anything else. |If there are no further comments
or questions again | would encourage you to nmake sure you

sign in on the attendance sheet. Kevin?

MR KEVI N HERRON:
Do you want to give a little status update

on the - on where we stand in finalizing the Renedial
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| nvesti gation?

MR PAUL CLOUD:

Good question or good statenment. Thank you.
There was a neeting the week before last in Mdison,
W sconsin between the Arny, IDEM EPA and the conmunity's
TAP representative. W also had sone of our contractor
people there, a lot of technical support. W net for three
(3) days there. Went through a |lot of issues, resolved a
nunber of things, noted a nunber of comments. W wll be
nmeeting - right now we are scheduled to neet next week at
the Proving Gound to try and finalize the few renaining
out standi ng i ssues regardi ng the Renmedial |nvestigation
south of the firing line. However, the representative from
t he EPA Region Five in Chicago had a personal tragedy at the
ai rport today and she was supposed to be down here to have
one (1) of her technical support people | ook at the Proving
Gound to address sone issues. Since that did not occur we
may have to put off that neeting for a week. | wll find
out in the next few days and let the State and the
comunity's TAP provider know. So that right now | have not

changed ny travel plans for next week but hopefully we wll
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find out in the next few days whether or not that neeting is

on or off and then we will go fromthere.

MR RI CHARD HI LL:
What days?

MR PAUL CLQOUD:

It was schedul ed for Wednesday of next week.

MR, RI CHARD HI LL:
Wednesday of next week.
MR, PAUL CLOUD:
Di ane was aware of it and I - | fully

expected her to be there.

M5. DI ANE HENSHEL:

Yeah the week after neeting --

MR PAUL CLOUD:
Well | don't know yet. W w il just have to
see what is acceptable to everyone. This was totally

unexpected. Bob?
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MR, BOB HUDSON:
Did you go to Madi son, Wsconsin just

because you got m xed up of what nonth and date this was?

MR, PAUL CLOUD:
No. Actually we went there because the

Cor ps of Engi neers' contractor who has done a |ot of the
field work and actually generated the docunments had their
of fices there and they were - we were able to pull up any of
t he docunents there. They had the repository for everything
you know. So it was - it was logical for themfroma
hi stori cal prospective.

VR, BOB HUDSON:

It wasn't a coi nci dence?

MR PAUL CLOUD:
No it was kind of coincidence. First tinme |
had ever been there too. Any other comments or questions?

Ri chard do you have any cl osing coments?

MR. RI CHARD HI LL:
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No | don't think so.

MR PAUL CLOUD:
kay then | think we're done. | appreciate

everyone com ng out and hope to see you in Novenber. Thank

you.
* * * * *
CONCLUSI ON OF HEARI NG
CERTI FI CATE
STATE OF | NDI ANA )

) SS:
COUNTY OF JEFFERSON )

I, Sharon Shields, do hereby certify that | ama
Notary Public in and for the County of Jefferson, State of
| ndi ana, duly authorized and qualified to adm ni ster oaths;

That the foregoing public hearing was taken by ne in

shorthand and on a tape recorder on August 14, 2002 in the
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Madi son- Jefferson County Public Library, 420 Wst Miin
Street, Mdison, IN That this public hearing was taken on
behal f of the Jefferson Proving G ound Restoration Advisory
Board pursuant to agreenent for taking at this tinme and
pl ace; That the testinmony of the witnesses was reduced to
typewiting by ne and contains a conplete and accurate
transcript of the said testinony.

| further certify that pursuant to stipulation by and
bet ween the respective parties, this testinony has been
transcri bed and submtted to the Jefferson Proving G ound
Rest orati on Advi sory Board.

W TNESS ny hand and notarial seal this 27th day of
August, 2002.

Sharon Shi el ds, Notary Public
Jefferson County, State of Indiana

My Commi ssi on EXxpires: July 2, 2007

85



